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and to reelect a Republican majority of 
this Congress, as long as we all remem-
ber why we are Republicans and why 
we are Democrats. I hope the American 
people will remember this tax cut as 
one of the most vivid examples of why 
it is important to preserve a Repub-
lican majority in the House and in the 
Senate. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PLATTS). The Chair kindly reminds all 
Members that remarks in debate 
should be addressed to the Chair and 
not to occupants of the gallery or to 
others outside the Chamber. 

f 

HISTORIC TAX CUT BILL SIGNED 
INTO LAW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. PENCE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON) 
for his passionate and eloquent re-
marks today, as ever. 

The Good Book tells us, oh, how the 
mighty have fallen, Mr. Speaker. And 
today, for the first time in a genera-
tion, the President of the United 
States has sundered a portion of the 
mighty and onerous Internal Revenue 
Code, a sundering entirely, for all of 
history, it is my hope, that onerous tax 
that wages war on small businesses and 
family farms, the inheritance tax, the 
estate tax, most notably remembered 
and hopefully forgotten, to be the 
death tax. 

Mr. Speaker, I was pleased and hon-
ored as a new Member of Congress to 
join President Bush this morning as he 
signed a historic tax cut bill into law. 
On a personal note, Mr. Speaker, today 
is my 42nd birthday, and it made it all 
the more sweet to stand in that place 
of places, the White House, with the 
43rd President of the United States of 
America and take upon myself a gift 
not only for my birthday, but for all 
Americans, the gift of tax relief that 
President Bush signed today. 

I truly believe that the tax relief 
signed into law today will stimulate 
our economy by reducing the heavy in-
come tax burden on American workers. 
By signing this bill into law, the Presi-
dent increases the per-child tax credit 
by doubling it, reduces tax rates for all 
taxpayers. This is a President who is 
committed, as he said today, to a Tax 
Code that does not pick winners and 
losers; it is tax relief for all taxpayers. 
The President and this Congress also 
courageously took on and defeated the 
marriage penalty and ended that oner-
ous death tax. 

As layoffs in my home State of Indi-
ana will attest, even a headline in my 
hometown of Columbus, Indiana, this 

last weekend read, there have been 
nearly 2,500 layoffs in east central Indi-
ana. Mr. Speaker, I have been saying to 
my colleagues since I arrived in Wash-
ington, D.C. that this town seems more 
than happy to debate whether or not 
we will some day be in a recession. Mr. 
Speaker, in east central Indiana, we 
are already in a recession. Families are 
hurting, and I believe that this econ-
omy has been suffering under 8 years of 
increased taxes and regulatory red 
tape. 

By signing this tax cut into law 
today, President Bush has begun to put 
our economy back on the right track. 
President Bush’s tax plan will help 
working people, small businesses, and 
family farmers recover from this eco-
nomic malaise, and it will begin to set 
free those struggling under the oppres-
sive burden of high taxes. 

Ronald Reagan, the 40th President of 
the United States, once said, ‘‘We need 
true tax reform that will at least make 
a start toward restoring for our chil-
dren the American dream, that wealth 
is denied to no one, that each indi-
vidual has the right to fly as high as 
his strength and his ability or her abil-
ity will take them.’’ 

Like the tax cuts of the 1980s, today’s 
tax relief package will allow our econ-
omy to take wing, as Ronald Reagan 
envisioned. This means families will be 
better equipped to save for their chil-
dren’s education, a down payment on a 
home, to pay off mounting credit card 
debt, to put a few dollars away to pay 
for their children’s education and for 
college. And even to save, Mr. Speaker, 
for their own retirement. By lifting the 
tax burden, as President Bush did 
today, signing the measure that the 
Republican Congress passed into law, 
we are continuing efforts to do no less 
than to renew the American dream. 

It is my erstwhile hope that the sign-
ing of this tax cut into law is only the 
beginning of a new era of fiscal respon-
sibility in Washington, D.C. With the 
President’s tax-cutting leadership, 
Congress has passed an increased child 
tax credit, rate reductions for all tax-
payers, a marriage penalty relief bill, 
and Death Tax Elimination Act all in 
one measure. This is a historic day. 
This is a historic accomplishment, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Oh, how the mighty have fallen. 
Today, we put the ax to the root of the 
Internal Revenue Code as it wages war 
on the American dream. Let this not be 
the final battle, but let it be the begin-
ning of our battle until we are done re-
newing the American dream for all the 
American people. 

f 

IMMIGRATION REFORM SHOULD 
BE TOP PRIORITY FOR AMERICA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. TANCREDO) is recognized for 
60 minutes. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, once 
more, I rise to the podium to discuss an 
issue I think is of significant impor-
tance to the United States. I believe, as 
a matter of fact, it is perhaps the most 
significant public policy issue with 
which this body could or should be 
dealing. It is the issue of immigration 
reform. 

Each evening at the end of business 
in this House, ladies and gentlemen 
from both sides of the aisle approach 
the mike to talk about particular 
issues of interest and concern to them-
selves. And each evening for the last 
several, Members, especially from the 
California delegation, have come to the 
microphone to talk about the problems 
that they face in that State as a result 
of a lack of sufficient energy resources. 
And each evening, they rail against the 
President’s policies, the energy plan 
that he has put forward, the first such 
plan ever put forward by any adminis-
tration, and suggest that the problems 
we face in this Nation with regard to 
energy are those that can be dealt with 
more by conservation than by produc-
tion. 

But all of the debate, Mr. Speaker, 
about energy problems, whether they 
concentrate on the issue of production 
as a solution or the possibility of con-
servation as a solution, miss the under-
lying problem. 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, the rolling 
blackouts we see in California and now 
some places beyond the borders of Cali-
fornia, the skyrocketing costs of fuel 
oil, the fact that as we approach sum-
mer people are concerned about wheth-
er they are going to be able to keep 
their homes cool and in the wintertime 
whether they are going to be able to 
keep their homes warm because of the 
cost of energy. All of these things real-
ly are a result of a phenomenon I refer 
to as the numbers. It is numbers. It is 
the number of people in this country 
demanding the various resources that 
are available to them, but at varying 
costs. 

Every year, Mr. Speaker, we allow le-
gally into this country 1 million people 
under an immigrant status. Each year, 
we allow in another quarter of a mil-
lion people under what is called refugee 
status. And each year, we have about 2 
million to 3 million, the estimates vary 
widely of course, naturally, 2 million 
to 3 million illegal people coming 
across the borders and staying. We 
have far more coming across the bor-
ders, something like 800,000 a day, com-
ing across the border; but I am saying 
that just those that we net out every 
year amounts to 2 million or 3 million. 

I have a chart, Mr. Speaker, actually 
two charts, if I could ask a page to set 
them up, that show the growth of the 
population of this Nation over the last 
20 years or so. We just had the census 
and the headlines across the Nation 
scream out, population growth extraor-
dinary, more than we have anticipated, 
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more than could have been anticipated, 
more than was expected. And we some-
times wonder how this could have hap-
pened; how it could happen that the 
numbers of people could actually grow 
so rapidly. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is a chart that de-
scribes what has happened from 1970 
when the population was about 203 mil-
lion and the growth in population iden-
tified here in green that could be at-
tributable to what we would call the 
native-born population, or specifically, 
the baby boomers. As we can see, the 
population growth was increasing, has 
increased, just the natural population 
growth, since 1970; and there has been a 
lot of concern about that. 

However, the population would, in 
fact, level off, the population growth 
that is identified by this Baby Boomer 
Echo, as is shown here in green, that 
would level off in about 2020, and we 
would actually begin a decrease in pop-
ulation growth. That does not mean a 
decrease in population, just that the 
trend line is going down, were it not 
for the fact that we have an immigrant 
population that has actually doubled 
the size of growth in the United States, 
the rate of growth. So we would be 
right now at 243 million people in the 
United States, had it not been for im-
migration over the past 30 years. We 
are at 281 million people in the United 
States as a result of it; we have actu-
ally doubled the growth rate. 

Now, this is intriguing, the numbers 
are interesting, and we can discuss 
what the implications are; but the fact 
is, we will be in a relatively short time, 
at a point where our resources will be 
stretched to the limit. We are not able 
to actually accommodate the popu-
lation growth of this Nation with the 
resource allocation and with the prob-
lem of environmental protections that 
we perhaps rightly, perhaps blindly 
place on the actual development of our 
natural resources. For whatever rea-
son, we cannot produce enough to sup-
ply the demand of the population we 
have in the United States in terms of 
energy. So when people from California 
rail against whatever political party is 
in power, either at the State or at the 
national level, and suggest that that is 
the problem, that we would all have 
lots and lots of fuel oil, gasoline, en-
ergy supplies if it only were not for 
some particular problem with the po-
litical philosophy of one party or the 
other. 

Mr. Speaker, it has nothing to do 
with that. It has everything to do with 
the fact that both political parties 
refuse to deal with the real problems 
we face in America today brought on 
by this enormous growth in population, 
and that specifically, that growth in 
population, that part of it that is 
brought on by immigration. 

b 1515 
For many years, Mr. Speaker, we 

have had, of course, immigration in the 

United States of America. It is a coun-
try of immigrants. We all came here as 
a result of someone’s decision at some 
point in time to leave their country 
and to come to the United States. 

I am quite sympathetic with all 
those people, who still today are hard-
working, God-fearing, law-abiding in 
every other way except they will come 
across the border illegally. 

For the most part, these people are 
people who have all of the intentions, 
all of the desires to become part of the 
American dream, to obtain a part of 
the American dream, that our grand-
parents had. I certainly do not blame 
them for coming. I do not blame them 
for trying to come across the border le-
gally, or sometimes illegally. I would 
not doubt for a moment that if I were 
living in some of their circumstances, I 
would be trying to do exactly the same 
thing. 

So it is not the immigrant, the indi-
vidual immigrant, that I am concerned 
about here or that I am in any way try-
ing to degrade. It is our own policy, it 
is the policy of this Nation with regard 
to immigration. It is the head-in-the- 
sand policy, we should call it, with re-
gard to immigration that I am con-
cerned about. It is a refusal on the part 
of the Nation to deal with the fact of 
the numbers. 

It is the numbers. It is not where 
people are coming from, it is how many 
people are coming here that has an im-
pact on the quality of life in the United 
States. We are witnessing it in Cali-
fornia on sort of a major scale, but 
every one of us, I believe, throughout 
our districts can observe the effects of 
immigration, and I would suggest to 
the Members, the negative effects of it, 
depending on who we are in the proc-
ess. 

If one is an employer desirous of ob-
taining the cheapest labor possible, de-
sirous of paying people even below 
minimum wage, desirous of having peo-
ple who would never think about per-
haps filing a claim or something like 
that, then they are on the other side of 
this issue. They are happy about mas-
sive immigration, public or private, be-
cause they can take advantage of it. 
They take advantage of those people 
coming in asking for help, needing a 
job, doing anything for a job and fear-
ful of causing a problem in any way, 
because, of course, they may find the 
INS at their door. 

However, the possibility of that is 
quite remote. We actually deport only 
1 percent of the illegals that enter the 
country every year, 1 percent. So as I 
say, they should not really be too con-
cerned. But if they make waves, then 
they might end up being identified by 
the INS. Maybe somebody would place 
a call. Why? Because they have had the 
audacity to ask for a minimum wage 
job, or that their benefits be increased, 
but they are here illegally. We take ad-
vantage of them. They are manipu-
lated. They are exploited by greed. 

So if they are on that side of the 
equation, I can understand full well, 
Mr. Speaker, that those people would 
not be too excited about the possibility 
of reducing the levels of immigrants 
into this country to something that we 
can handle, something that can allow 
immigrants to actually prosper them-
selves, and allow the United States to 
prosper itself. It could be mutually 
beneficial. 

We need to reduce immigration dra-
matically, but as I say, it is just not a 
Californian who has a concern about 
this. Every single one of us sees some-
thing happening in his or her district 
that is a result of immigration. 

In Colorado, I see it all the time. We 
see the demand for more and more 
highways, the demand for more and 
more schools. We keep wondering, 
where are these people coming from? 
How is it that this demand is growing 
so dramatically? It is a result, of 
course, of massive immigration, both 
legal and illegal. We will begin to see 
much more of its effects as time goes 
by if we do not do something about it. 

Mr. Speaker, I showed the Members a 
chart a little bit ago that identified 
this part of the growth of this Nation 
from 1970 to 2000. We see again that 243 
million would have been the population 
of the Nation had we in fact not had 
immigration in the last 30 years, but 
with immigration, we have more. Re-
member, we are just talking here about 
legal immigrants. We do not know how 
many illegal immigrants. We assume 10 
to 15 million people here in the country 
are here illegally. 

But our country at the end of 2000 
was at 281 million people, so that part 
was the result of immigration, as I say, 
doubling the actual growth rate nor-
mally. 

I ask Members to look what happens, 
look what happens if this growth rate 
is allowed to continue at the present 
level of 1 million legal immigrants in 
here. This does not reflect illegal im-
migration, which of course is about 
double, at least double legal immigra-
tion. 

This just looks at what would hap-
pen, what is going to happen. This is 
not hypothetical, this is not a maybe 
thing; this is a direct, an absolutely de-
fensible explanation, a visible expla-
nation, of what is going to happen in 
this country within the rest of this 
century, even in the next 30 years, if 
we continue to have immigration lev-
els at the present level. We will be, at 
2050, at 404 million, and we will be at 
571 million people in the country at 
2100. 

Think about that when we are look-
ing at where we are way down here. 
Think about the taxes that we have to 
pay in order to support the 
infrastructural demands of a popu-
lation increase of this nature. Think 
about the number of schools that have 
to be built to support this. Think about 
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the number of highways. Think about 
the number of hospitals. Think about 
the social service demands. 

This population actually uses social 
services to a greater extent than the 
indigenous population. Think about 
this, just this. If nothing else will im-
press the Members, think about the 
quality of life at this level, at 571 mil-
lion people in this country. Think 
about that little green belt that is not 
too far from our houses today. 

Think about the fact that maybe 
today we can get in the car and within 
an hour or so we can be out in the more 
pristine areas enjoying the beauty of 
nature. Think about the ability of 
going to the Yellowstone National 
Park or Rocky Mountain National 
Park in my State, but think about hav-
ing to make reservations to do that 4 
or 5 years in advance to get into a na-
tional park. 

This is what is coming, I assure the 
Members, and it will not be in the next 
100 years, that will be in the next few 
years. We are already planning on how 
to try to deal with the massive num-
bers of people coming into the park 
systems of the United States without 
destroying them, destroying the ecol-
ogy. There is only one way to do it, of 
course, and that is to parcel it out. 

So today when we can get in our car 
and in fact drive freely across the 
United States, we can go into areas 
where it is hard to see another person, 
and that is sometimes what we all 
would desire, that kind of great quiet 
and solitude, think about it, Mr. 
Speaker, when the country is at this 
level of population, it will not be a 
place where solitude will easily be 
found. It will not be a place where one 
could enjoy the beauty of nature by 
simply getting in our vehicles or tak-
ing a stroll for a while, getting out of 
town, away from it all. It will be much 
more difficult to get away from it all 
because it will all have come here. It 
will all be here because of massive im-
migration, both legal and illegal. 

Again, I want to reestablish some-
thing here. When we look at this in-
credible chart and we look at what is 
going to happen to the population of 
the United States because of the red 
part here, please remember this, this is 
not talking about illegal immigrants 
who stay here, this is just from legal 
immigration at the present level. Can 
anybody understand the implication of 
this? Does anybody want to deal with 
it? 

Do Members think we have rolling 
blackouts now in California, rolling 
brownouts? Well, we are going to have 
a much more significant problem then 
when the population reaches these lev-
els, and it will be, of course, much 
higher because illegal immigration 
rates are far greater than the legal. 

Yes, then we will come here to the 
floor of the House and we will talk 
about maybe having to do something 

about immigration. We cannot sustain 
it at these levels, we will say. Maybe 
we will say that. I do not know. But 
why not say it today, Mr. Speaker? 
Why are we so afraid of bringing this 
issue to the attention of our colleagues 
here and to the attention of the gen-
eral public? 

There are a couple of reasons, but 
primarily they deal with fear, fear of 
being called a racist, fear of being 
called xenophobic, and a variety of 
other terms that certainly I have 
thrown at me every time I do this 
speech on the floor of the House. The 
phones start ringing in our office. Peo-
ple from all over the country express 
their displeasure with what I say. 

Mr. Speaker, I will suffer the slings 
and arrows of those folks who feel so 
outraged by what I am saying here just 
to get people to begin to pay attention 
to the issue. 

I want to read a part of a letter that 
is dated March 19, 1924. The letter is 
addressed to the Congress of the United 
States, and it reads as follows: 

‘‘Every effort to enact immigration 
legislation must expect to meet a num-
ber of hostile forces, and in particular, 
two hostile forces of considerable 
strength.’’ 

It goes on: ‘‘One of these is composed 
of corporation employers who desire to 
employ physical strength, ‘broad 
backs,’ at the lowest possible wage, and 
who prefer a rapidly revolving labor 
supply at low wages to a regular supply 
of American wage earners at fair 
wages.’’ 

Remember, this is 1924. It goes on: 
‘‘The other hostile force is composed 

of racial groups in the United States 
who oppose all restrictive legislation 
because they want the doors left open 
for an influx of their countrymen, re-
gardless of the menace to the people of 
their adopted country.’’ 

This was Samuel Gompers, founder 
and president of the American Federa-
tion of Labor, the AFL, and himself, by 
the way, an immigrant. 

He is right, Mr. Speaker, it has not 
changed. It has not changed, I assure 
the Members, in the last 76 years. It is 
still those hostile forces we meet when 
we bring an issue like this to the floor. 
It is still the employer who threatens 
me, threatens other Members of this 
body with a lack of support if we do 
not understand that they need to bring 
in illegal and legal immigrants so they 
can have these jobs that ‘‘no American 
will take.’’ 

Yes, I am sure there are many jobs 
out there that no American will take 
for the wages that are paid at that 
level. Yes, I am sure that is true. As 
long as they can continue to get by 
with paying those low wages to those 
people, of course they are going to be 
coming here demanding that we do 
nothing about the massive immigra-
tion that is flooding the United States, 
that is coming across the borders; and 

I should say, by the way, also to the 
detriment of the immigrant. 

The other thing, of course, is that 
there is a political side to this. There 
are a lot of people here who want to 
have massive immigration because 
they believe it accrues to their polit-
ical advantage. We saw this, Mr. 
Speaker, we will recall, when President 
Clinton demanded that the INS go 
through a hurry-up procedure in order 
to make citizens out of hundreds of 
thousands of people who were here as 
immigrants, in order to get them reg-
istered to vote, in order for them to be-
come good Democrats and vote for Mr. 
Clinton. 

There was such a rush to do that that 
literally thousands, I read somewhere 
it was 69,000 that sticks in my mind, 
people who were given this citizenship 
in this rushed-up fashion who were in 
fact felons. They had committed felo-
nies here and they had committed felo-
nies in their country of origin. We gave 
them citizenship status because the 
Clinton administration wanted a mas-
sive number of people here because 
they believed that they would in turn 
become good, solid Democrat votes. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not care whether 
they come here and vote Democrat or 
Republican or do not vote at all. The 
fact is, the issue of numbers is what we 
have to deal with today, the numbers. 
Because of immigration, the United 
States is currently growing at a rate 
faster than China. Because of immigra-
tion, within the lifetime of an Amer-
ican child our population will double. 

b 1530 
There is an organization called 

Project U.S.A., from which I am taking 
much of the following information, and 
I suggest that anyone who wants to get 
any kind of information that we have 
talked about here tonight go to our 
Website, www.house.gov/tancredo. 
From that, we have links to any of 
these other sites. That is 
www.house.gov/tancredo. Then one can 
go to the other sites here, Project 
U.S.A. and many others. Go to our site 
on immigration reform first. 

A writer by the name of Brenda 
Walker talks about the social contract, 
talks about what happens again in 
terms of what the impacts are of mas-
sive immigration into the country. 

She says experts increasingly agree 
that Third World poverty is largely the 
result of generations of citizens’ pas-
sivity and the failure to build govern-
ments based on democratic values. De-
mocracy cannot survive in cultures 
where women have no rights, where 
there is little respect for the rule of 
law, where there is tolerance for big-
otry, petty thievery, bribery, corrup-
tion, nepotism, ethnic hostility and 
where citizens fail to build the polit-
ical coalitions and the citizen move-
ments to effect real change. 

She says, when we reward those who 
run from the problems in their own na-
tive land in order to save their own 
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skin, then we undermine the citizen ac-
tivism and the loyalty to one another 
that is absolutely necessary if Third 
World people are going to unite and 
solve their own problems. 

It is not kindness on our part when 
we allow our corporations to employ 
their most educated and their most tal-
ented citizens. Where would South Af-
rica be if Nelson Mandela had decided 
to cut and run for America? 

Encouraging massive migration to 
the United States will not solve the 
problems in poorer countries. We can 
be much more effective through foreign 
aid and by teaching people how to build 
democratic societies for themselves. 
Teaching people how to fish is the path 
to true compassion and human dignity. 

Consider this, no one can fail to no-
tice the connection between poverty 
and rapid population growth. No one 
can fail to see the connection between 
population growth and the degradation 
of the global environment. 

For our sake and for the sake of the 
world, we must work for a U.S. immi-
gration moratorium. Certainly appro-
priate words. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, my wife brought 
me a copy of the most recent issue of 
Time Magazine. It is a Time Special 
Issue, it says, identified by the June 11 
date. It says, ‘‘Welcome to Amexica,’’ 
A-M-E-X-I-C-A. The subtitle is ‘‘The 
border is vanishing before our eyes, 
creating a new world for all of us.’’ 

I could not agree more, Mr. Speaker, 
with that headline. The border is van-
ishing. A new world is being created. 
What does this world look like? Well, it 
will look very much like the border 
that presently exists between the 
United States and Mexico, the border 
region referred to in this particular 
Time Magazine article. 

This is from Time Magazine: ‘‘To en-
force immigration policies over which 
they have no control, border counties 
lay out $108 million a year in law en-
forcement and medical expenses associ-
ated with illegal crossings, money 
most of these poor counties cannot af-
ford. Yes, there is a shortage of truck 
drivers, but there is also a shortage of 
judges to hear all the drug and smug-
gling cases. Arizona ambulance compa-
nies face bankruptcy because of all the 
unreimbursed costs of rescuing illegals 
from the desert. Schools everywhere 
here are poor, overcrowded and grow-
ing. 

‘‘Good health care has always been 
scarce here, but the border boom 
makes it worse. A third of all U.S. tu-
berculosis cases are concentrated in 
California, Arizona, New Mexico and 
Texas. In the El Paso hospitals, 50 per-
cent of the patients are on some kind 
of public assistance, mainly Medicaid.’’ 

‘‘ ‘Border towns have the double bur-
den of disease,’ says Russell Bennett, 
chief of the U.S.-Mexico Border Health 
Commission,’’ those diseases of emerg-
ing nations like diarrhea as well as 

first world diseases like stress and dia-
betes. 

The cost of immigration, I mean, the 
world is definitely changing, Mr. 
Speaker. There are no two ways about 
it. But I would not suggest it is chang-
ing especially on these border commu-
nities for the better, and it is because 
of numbers. It is not because, again, of 
where people come from. It is because 
of the numbers of people that are com-
ing here. 

Again, I repeat, 31 percent of all tu-
berculosis cases are found in the four 
border States. Colorado, by the way, is 
not too far behind in those statistics. 

We are told that other countries are 
doing something to try to stem the 
flow of migrants to the United States. 
Well, let me suggest to my colleagues 
that that is almost a hollow promise. 

Although Vicente Fox and others 
often speak of attempting to do some-
thing to reduce the flow of immigrants 
to the United States, the reality is 
that they are encouraging it. The rea-
son why they are encouraging this out- 
migration from their countries is be-
cause they cannot deal with it. They 
refuse to deal with it. 

Remember the petty larceny, the in-
credible amount of problems they have 
in trying to actually run their own 
government, the massive amount of 
corruption in the government itself 
and in the policing? All of this, of 
course, does not bode well for us, for 
those of us who hope that Mexico will 
be able to turn this around, to provide 
an economic arena in which their own 
people can thrive, in which they can 
achieve their own economic dreams. 
This is what we hope for all citizens all 
over the world. 

But I suggest that it is counter-
productive for the United States to ac-
cept so many legal and illegal people 
into our country based upon some bi-
zarre rationale that we are actually 
helping them and we are helping the 
countries from which they come. We 
are doing neither. We are doing our-
selves an injustice and we are doing an 
injustice to the nations from which 
these people come because we are al-
lowing these countries to avoid dealing 
with the harsh reality of life; and that 
is, one better change one’s system, one 
better become a more free enterprise, 
capitalistic system, understanding the 
benefits of a democratic republic based 
upon capitalism. That is the first thing 
one has to do. 

One has to work to root out corrup-
tion in one’s own government. One has 
to make sure that the police are hon-
est, that the civil service at every level 
are not on the take. 

But the fact is, Mr. Speaker, that in 
most of these Third World countries, 
that is just exactly what the case is. 
Most of these is incredibly corrupt and, 
as a result, of course they cannot pro-
vide governmental services as a result 
of socialistic economies. They cannot 

provide their own people with the qual-
ity of life that they deserve. 

So what happens? They look for 
someplace to go, and that place to go is 
the United States of America. We can 
handle it. We can handle maybe 100,000 
a year. We can handle maybe 150,000 a 
year. We can handle maybe 200,000 a 
year. But we cannot handle millions 
and millions of people a year. It does 
not help us, and it does not help them. 

Vicente Fox ‘‘dreams of a day when 
the border will open and his country-
men will no longer flee to survive. As 
Fox told Ernesto Ruffo, his top aide on 
the region, ‘Put holes in the border.’ ’’ 
That is his attempt to stop illegal im-
migrants from entering the United 
States. Put holes in the border. What 
does Mr. Fox mean by that? Believe 
me, it would be difficult to find where 
one could put the hole, because there is 
essentially an open border. 

There is hardly anything that pre-
vents the flow of illegals into this 
country from his country. Not only is 
Mr. Fox not attempting to stop it, but 
he and his government are abetting it. 
They are actually, as hard as this is to 
believe, Mr. Speaker, even in light of 
what Mr. Fox is telling the rest of the 
world, they are, in turn, handing out 
kits to illegals preparing to cross the 
border into the United States, kits 
that are designed to help them make 
their trip easier, kits that include 
water and condoms and Band-aids and 
maps and food supplies for a day or so. 
They are being handed out by agencies 
of the Mexican Government. 

At the same time, they tell us that 
they are trying to help reduce the flow 
of immigrants into the United States. 
This is simply untrue, Mr. Speaker. 

There is the corruption. This article 
in Time Magazine goes on to talk 
about the corruption and how it affects 
the immigration policies. It says, ‘‘Po-
lice and Customs people pay for their 
government jobs so they can get in on 
the mordida, the payoff system. Mid-
wives in Brownsville have sold thou-
sands of birth certificates to be used as 
proof of U.S. citizenship. The Arellano 
Felix brothers, Tijuana drug kingpins 
known for torturing, carving up and 
roasting their rivals, are paying $4 mil-
lion a month in bribes in Baja, Cali-
fornia alone, just as the cost of doing 
business.’’ 

Remember, Mr. Speaker, we are talk-
ing about corrupt officials both in Mex-
ico and in the United States. $4 million 
a month in bribes in Baja, California 
alone. 

‘‘The $4 million reward for their cap-
ture is one of the highest the U.S. has 
ever offered, and is something of a bad 
joke under the circumstances. There 
hasn’t been a single nibble in four 
years. What good is the money if 
you’re dead?’’ The article goes on. 

‘‘The border patrol has a mission im-
possible. No matter how many surveil-
lance cameras and motion detectors it 
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installs, still the immigrants come.’’ It 
goes on to describe the plight of those 
who cross the border and do so in the 
heat of the day without proper care, 
without proper nutrition, without the 
ability to escape the burning rays of 
the sun. Many, many die in the proc-
ess. 

Those who do not come that way 
often employ the services of what are 
called coyotes. A coyote is a person 
who is employed to get one from Mex-
ico to the United States doing so ille-
gally. One has to pay them. It averages 
between 500 to sometimes several thou-
sand dollars, depending upon the cir-
cumstances, to get one across the bor-
der. 

What happens, these people get 
shoved into vans, into the backs of 
trucks, get compacted, if you will, into 
any vehicle that is coming across the 
border. Many of them die. This has 
happened several times in the last few 
months in my own State of Colorado. I 
think we are up to now 9 or 11 people 
who have died in this process being 
transported here by coyotes. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I do not blame 
them for trying. I understand their de-
sire. It was the same as the desire of 
my grandparents and perhaps my col-
leagues to come to the United States 
and seek a better life. One of the things 
that we accomplished with that gen-
eration was, to a large extent, the abil-
ity to separate oneself from the culture 
and from the country from which one 
came. This is important. This is one 
reason why we do have the problem 
with massive migration, both legal and 
illegal from Mexico, because the border 
is of course adjacent to the United 
States, and it is harder. 

When my grandparents came here 
from Italy in the late part of the 1800s, 
they came essentially to escape an old 
world, came to seek the benefits of the 
new world, to enter into what they be-
lieve was a place of streets of gold. 
They wanted to become upwardly mo-
bile, and they did that. One of the ways 
they did it was by abandoning their na-
tive language. 

I know a lot of people suggest that 
should not happen. I, for one, wish I 
could still speak Italian. I wish my 
grandparents had taught my parents 
and they had taught me, but they did 
not. One reason they did not was be-
cause they understood the need to 
learn English if they wanted to be 
upwardly mobile in this country. 

Massive immigration from countries 
that do not speak English puts pressure 
on the school systems. It puts pressure 
on jobs. The ability of someone to be 
upwardly mobile is severely hampered 
by their either unwillingness or inabil-
ity to learn the English language. 

Bilingual education now being taught 
in so many schools with the exception 
of California, which by proposition 
threw it out, and soon it will happen in 
Arizona if it has not already occurred. 

I may be mistaken there. I think Ari-
zona has already passed their initiative 
to do the same thing, and I hope Colo-
rado is next in line to eliminate bilin-
gual education. But this is an example 
of the problem of massive immigration 
and this dual-language nation we are 
beginning to develop. 

Not only is there a problem with peo-
ple being able to actually become 
upwardly mobile if they do not speak 
English, can they really get to the next 
level in their job, can they afford to 
leave that particular field, maybe low 
skilled, low pay job, and move into 
something better if they cannot speak 
English? The answer is no. 

b 1545 

So why do we keep so many people in 
another language? Because it has be-
come a political issue. I go back to 
what I said earlier about the reasons 
why we have massive immigration, one 
of them being political. And bilingual 
education has become a very political 
issue. It is used here in the House of 
this Congress to encourage either cer-
tain ethnic groups to support one party 
or another, or as an issue of attack on 
another party, those of us who believe 
that bilingual education is not the best 
thing for the children in that system. 

If we really and truly care about the 
child, Mr. Speaker, and I have been a 
teacher, my wife just completed 27 
years as a teacher in the Jefferson 
County Public Schools, we sent our 
children to public schools, but if we 
really and truly care about children, 
then we will do several things for 
them: one, we will allow them to have 
the choice of any school they want to 
go to by giving them tax credits; and, 
secondly, we will make sure that they 
are not forced to participate in bilin-
gual classes that are taught in a lan-
guage other than English. If we really 
care about children, that is where we 
should be. 

We should be providing immersion 
classes for these kids so they can learn 
English quickly and move on and get in 
line for part of the American Dream. 
But massive immigration retards that 
pressure to achieve English pro-
ficiency. But the fact remains that 
these are all problems that develop as 
a result of this massive immigration 
and problems that we must begin to 
deal with. 

I say over and over again that it is an 
issue whose time has come. We must 
talk about it. Do we want this to be the 
future? Is this what we expect our chil-
dren and grandchildren will have to 
deal with in terms of the quality of 
their lives? We can achieve a better fu-
ture, Mr. Speaker, by controlling our 
own borders. It is uniquely in the 
power of the people of this House and 
in this other body to do that. States 
cannot do it. States have absolutely no 
control over the borders. They look to 
us. And we look away all too often, and 

we have done so time and time again 
on this issue of immigration because 
we fear either the political or social 
ramifications to us. 

It is hard to go into that cocktail 
party where somebody may say, oh, 
gee, that is that guy or that lady that 
wants to reduce immigration. People 
might shy away from you, thinking 
that you are a racist, that you have 
some evil motive, that there is some-
thing bad in your heart, and they want 
to get away from you. Mr. Speaker, I 
assure you, at least from my own per-
spective and from the bottom of my 
heart, it is not the type of people that 
come here, it is not the color of people 
that are coming here, it is not their 
ethnicity, it is, in fact, the numbers 
that makes it difficult to deal with. 

The numbers make it harder for us 
all to accomplish our goals, whether it 
is to reduce the problems faced by Cali-
fornia, and which will be faced by 
States throughout the Nation soon in 
terms of energy and lack thereof, to 
the various other kinds of cultural 
issues and political issues that we face 
as a result of massive immigration of 
these kinds of numbers. 

So once again I ask the Speaker to be 
aware of the need for change, to en-
courage others, others of my col-
leagues, to begin to study this issue 
and become acquainted with it. It is an 
important one for every one of us no 
matter what district we represent. It 
will become more important as the 
time goes on, and there will be a point 
in time when we will be confronted by 
this issue in a way that perhaps we 
have no way of avoiding it. 

We have to deal with it, Mr. Speaker. 
Now is better than later. Now is better 
than later. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 
Mr. UDALL of Colorado (at the re-

quest of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today on 
account of personal business. 

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky (at the re-
quest of Mr. ARMEY) for today on ac-
count of attending daughter’s gradua-
tion. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. MCNULTY) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. DINGELL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SHOWS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. LIPINSKI, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. CLAYTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. FOLEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 
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